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MOXKJIUBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHSI
KOHYCHO-TIPOMEHEBOI
KOMIT’FOTEPHOI TOMOT PA®II
NI ITEHTU®IKAIIL IPYTOT'O
ME3IO-IIIIYHOT'O KAHAJY (MB2)
B CTPYKTYPI HEPILIUX MOJISIPIB
BEPXHbOI HIEJEIU

Mema oocnioxycenns. OyiHumu nowupeHicms 0pyeo2o
mesio-wiunoeo kanany (MB2) 6 cmpykmypi nepuiux mons-

pie 6epxnvoi wenenu 3a OAHUMU KOHYCHO-NPOMEHEBOT

xomn ‘tomeproi momoepaii (KIIKT), a makosic écmarno-
UMY OIACHOCMUYHY 3HAYUMICMb MOMOSPAQIUHUX 3DIi3i6
piznoimosugunu diisi gepupixayii MB2-kanany. Mamepianu
ma memoou. Ilnan oocniosxcenus nepeddavas ananiz 100
MoMo2pamM  CMOMAMONOSIYHUX —~NAYIEHMIB, 00CTIOHCY-
B8AHUMU 00 '€Kmamu 6 CMmpyKmypi KOMpux eucmynaniu
nepuii Monsipu 8epxHvoi wenenu 3 1igoi cmopouu. Aua-
i3 GIOIOPAHUX MOMOSPAM NPOBOOUSCsL Y CReylanizosd-
HOMY npoepamHomy 3abesneuenni Planmeca Romexis®
Viewer 3 suxopucmannam QyHKYii 3MiHU MOSWUHU 3DI3I8
6 nacmynuiu epaoayii: 0,2 mm, 0,4 mm, 0,6 mm, 0,8 mm,
1,0 mm, 1,2 mm, 2,0 mm. [[ns niosuugenms Moxrciusocmet
sepupirayii MB2 cmanoapmue no3uyioHysanHs Koop-
OUHAMHUX NIOWUH 0Y10 3MiHeHe, © oci OYIu GUCMABILEH]
3 YPaxy8anHsam ocoonusocmet Mophonoeii me3io-wiuHo2o
KOpEHsl 8epPXHb0O20 MONApA 31i6a (iHmepakmueHe no3uyi-
onysanus). Haykoea mnoeusna. Ilocmynoge 30inbiueHHs
MOBWUHY 3DI3Y NPU3BOOUTO OO0 HACMYNHUX 3MIH NOWIU-
penocmi eepugpixayii MB2 y cmpykmypi Odocriodicyea-
Hol eubipxu momoepam: 0,2 mm — 68%, 0,4 mm — 62%,
0,6 mm—56%, 0,8 mm—52%, 1 mm—50%, 1,2 mm — 44%,
2,0 mm — 30%. I1o gioHouwenH0 00 8UXIOHO20 00CsA2Y KOXMC-

HOI' 8iKOBOI epynu, HAUOIILULOI YaACOmMON eepudikayii

MB2 xapaxmepusysanuco nayicnmu gixom 25—44 poxu —
83,3%, 6 nopisHsHHI 3 K00 ROWUPEHICMb [Qenmu@iKa-
Yii Opye02o me3ianbHO-iuHo20 Kauay 6yia eupajlceHo
MeHwior Y ecix inwux epynax: 61,54% y sixogiti nio-
epyni 0o 25 poxie, 64,10% y eixosiu epyni 44—60 poxis
ma 41,66%% y sixosiu niozpyni 60—75 poxie. Bucnosku.
3a oanumu ananizy momocpagiunux 3pisie 3 MoSUWUHOIO
6 0,2 mm nowupenicmo MB2 ceped cmomamonoziunux

nayicumie pizHux eikosux epyn cseae 68%, xapaxme-
PUBVIOUUCL NOPIBHAHO OOHAKOBOI YACMOMOI0 OIaeHOC-
muku ceped ocib uonogiuoi ma sicinovoi cmamei. 3poc-
manta moswunu 3pizy 6i0 0,2 mm 0o 2,0 mm nposokye
2,26-kpamne 3MeHulenHs OiA2HOCMUYHOT MONCIUBOCTNI
i0enmudhikayii’ Opy202o Me3io-wiuHo20 KaHaiy y CmpyK-
mypi neputoeo monsapa epxuvoi wenenu. Hassnicmo MB2
Y 00HOMY 3 NepuIUX MOAPI6 BePXHLOT Wenenu 3a OaHUMU
KIIKT acoyitiosaro 3 8UCOKUM ULAHCOM HASIBHOCMIT MAKO20
JHC KAHATY Y CMPYKMYpi CUMEempuyHo2o 3y0d.

Knwwuosi cnosa: enooooumis,  KOHYCHO-npoMeHesd
KOMN 1omepHa momozpais, opyautl Me3io-wiuHull KaHa,
B0OKCeb.
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POSSIBILITIES OF USING CONE-BEAM
COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY
FOR SECOND MESIO-BUCCAL CANAL (MB2)
IDENTIFICATION IN THE STRUCTURE
OF THE FIRST MAXILLARY MOLARS

Purpose of the study. 1o estimate the prevalence of the
second mesio-buccal canal (MB2) in the structure of the
maxillary first molars according to the data obtained with
cone-beam computed tomography (CBCT), as well as
to establish the diagnostic significance of tomographic
scans of different thicknesses for the verification of the
MB2-canal. Research methods. The research plan
included the analysis of 100 tomograms of dental patients,
the studied objects in the structure of which were the first
molars of the upper jaw on the left side. The analysis of
the selected tomograms was carried out in the specialized
software Planmeca Romexis® Viewer using the function
of changing the thickness of the scans in the following
gradation: 0,2mm, 0,4mm, 0,6 mm, 0,8 mm, 1,0mm, 1,2 mm,
2,0 mm. In order to increase the verification possibilities
of MB2, the standard positioning of the coordinate planes
was changed, and the axes were displayed taking into
account the peculiarities of the morphology of the mesio-
buccal root of the maxillary upper molar on the left side
(interactive positioning). Scientific novelty. A gradual
increase in the thickness of the scans led to the following
changes in the prevalence of MB2 verification in the
structure of the studied tomograms sample: 0,2 mm — 68%,
0,4mm—62%, 0,6 mm—56%, 0,8 mm—52%, 1,0mm—50%,
1,2 mm — 44%, 2,0 mm — 30%. In relation to the initial
amount of each age group, the highest frequency
of MB2 verification was found for patients aged
25-44 years — 83,3%, in comparison with which the
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prevalence of second mesial-buccal canal identification
was markedly lower in all other groups: 61,54% in
age group of under 25 years, 64,10% in the age group
44—-60 years and 41,66%% in the age group 60-75 years.
Conclusions. According to the analysis of tomographic
scans with a thickness of 0,2 mm, the prevalence of MB2
among dental patients of different age groups reaches 68%,
characterized by a relatively equal frequency of diagnosis
among men and women. An increase in the scan thickness
from 0,2 mm to 2,0 mm provokes a 2.26-fold decrease in
the diagnostic possibility of identifying the second mesio-
buccal canal in the structure of the maxillary first molar.
The presence of MB2 in one of the first molars of the
maxilla according to the CBCT data is associated with a
high chance of same canal presence within the structure of
a symmetrical tooth.

Keywords: endodontics, cone-beam computer tomography,
second mesio-buccal canal, voxel.

IlocTanoBKa MPoGIeMH. YCIIIIHICTh TEPBUHHOTO
SHIOMOHTHYHOTO JIIKYBaHHSI B 3HAYHINA Mipi 3aJIC)KHUTh
BiJl HU3KH (DAaKTOPIB, OB’ SI3aHUX 5K 3 JOTPUMAHHIM
KOPEKTHOTO ITPOTOKOITY ITIJTHOBOTO BTPYYaHHS B ITIIIOMY
(Hane>xHa 130J1s1iA, PEHTIEHOJOTIYHUH KOHTPOJIb,
JOCATHEHHS HaJISKHOTO PIBHS MPOXITHOCTI Ta iHIIe),
TaK 1 3 aJICKBaTHOI XEMO-MEXaHIYHOK OOPOOKO0
yci€l CHCTEeMH MariCTpallbHUX KOPEHEBHX KaHaJiB
Ta CyMDKHHUX Konarepanei [1, 2, 3]. Oganmu i3 Haii-
OB POONIEMHUX 3y0iB 3 TOUKH 30py 3a0e3IeUeHHs
SIKICHOTO €HIOOHTHYHOTO JIIKYBaHHS 3QJIUIIAIOTHCS
MOJISIpM BEPXHBOI IIENEeNH, SKi XapaKTepU3yIOTHCS
crieru(iIHIMH 0COOTMBOCTAMU OYyIOBU €HIIOJOHTY
Ta TOTEHIIHHUMH BapiamisiMH HOTO CTPYKTypH
[4, 5, 6]. 3HaYHOIO KIIHIYHOIO THJIEMOIO B CydacHIii
SHIOMOHTHYHIH MMPAKTHIII 3aJTUIIAETHCSI IPYTUN Me310-
I[IYHUA KaHaJl BEPXHIX MOJSPIB, OCKUJIBKH ITOIIYK
Ta HaJeKHA 00pOOKa Takoro MmorpedyloTh HE TiNBKU
BIJIMTOBITHUX MaHyaJIbHUX HAaBHUOK, ajie ¥ BiIOBII-
HUX 3HaHb MO0 CHeU(DIKK 3aCTOCYBaHHS I[LILOBUX
JIarHOCTUYHUX TPHIOMIB, TIPOCTOPOBOTO MHCIIEHHS
Ta PO3YMIHHS TOCTIIOBHOCTI peasizalii pi3HUX Tak-
TUK TE€PaNeBTUYHOTO BTPYYaHHS, BUXO/SYH 3 1HIWBI-
IyalbHUX YMOB KO)KHOI OKpeMol KJTiHIYHOI CHTyaril
[7,8,9].

3riTHO JaHWX CHCTEMaTHYHOTO OTIIATY HHU3KH
eMiIEMIONIOTIYHUX JOCIIKEHb OyJI0 BCTAaHOBJICHO,
o nomwupeHicts MB2 3a nannMu KOHYCHO-TIpOMe-
HEBO1 KOMIT I0TepHO1 ToMoTpadii Bapitoe B Aiana3zoHi
64,5%-74,8% y cTpyKTypi IepIINX MOJISIPiB BEPXHBOT
IIEJIEeTH, CSITAaloYd CepenHix 3HadeHb B 69,6% [7].
Amamiz mrobanpHOI TommpeHocTi MB2  kaHamy
Y CTPYKTYPi HEPITUX MOJSIPiB, BCTAHOBICHUH B XO/Ii
MYJABTUIEHTPUYHOTO JOCIiKEHHS, BCTAHOBUB, IO
niama3oH Takoi csarae 48,0%-97,6% 1 Bapiroe y pi3HUX
reorpaiyHUX perioHax Ta cepell pi3HUX JieMorpa-
¢iuyanx BuOipok [10]. MeTa-anami3 mpoaeMOHCTpY-

BaB CTaTUCTUYHO 3HAYMMI JIeBiallii MOIIUPEHOCTI
MB2 xanany y cnenu@iuHUX MOMYJSIIisIX B MOPIB-
HSIHHI 13 BCTaHOBJICHOIO [T100aJIbHOI0 MOIIUPEHICTIO
(64,76% niporu 73,8%) [11].

[Tpy ubOMy PH3HMK PO3BUTKY alliKaJdbHOTO TEpi-
OJIOHTHTY B 00J]acTi BEpXHIX MOJISIPIB BHSBHUBCS
B 5,5 pa3iB BUIIMH NpU BiJICYTHOCTI a/J€KBaTHOTO
JKYBaHHS caMe Jpyroro Me3io-IIiYHOTro KaHaiy
B MOPIBHSHHSA 13 CUTYaLliIMH, KOJTM XeMO-MeXaHiuHa
00poOka Takoro Oyjaa BUKOHAaHA y BIIMOBITHOCTI 7O
3araJibHOMPUHHATHAX MTPOTOKOMIB [12].

Bigrak BpaxoBylOUM TIOIIMPEHICTH Ta KIiHIYHY
3HAYYIIICTh APYroro Me3io-IiYHOro KaHaity AJIsi Ipo-
THO3y EHJOIOHTUYHOTO JIKyBaHHS MOJISIPIB BepX-
HBOI IIEJIENH, JOUUILHOK € OLIHKA MOYKIHMBOCTI HOro
BepH(iKallil 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSM PI3HHUX AIarHOCTHYHUX
MIIXOMIB, BKIIOYAIOUM METON KOHYCHO-IPOMEHEBOT
KOMITIOTEpHOT TOMorpadii, sIK Takoro, Lo JO3BOJISE
BepH(iKyBaTH CTPYKTYPHU PO3MIpOM /10 1 MM, BUKOpHC-
TOBYIOUH JIJISI ITLOTO BIJIMOBIIHY TOBIIUHY 3Pi3y.

Mera nocaimxennsi. OUiHUTH TOIMPEHICTD APY-
TOT0 ME310-IIIYHOT0 KaHaTy B CTPYKTYP1 MEPILIMX MOJISI-
PiB BEpXHBOI IIEJICH 3a JAHUMUA KOHYCHO-TIPOMEHEBOT
xomt torepHoi Tomorpadii (KIIKT), a Takox BcTaHo-
BUTH JIIarHOCTUYHY 3HAYMMICTh TOMOrpadiuHuX 3pi3iB
pi3Hoi ToBIIMHM 11 Bepudikamii MB2-kaHaiy.

Marepianun Ta MeToAu AocJimxkeHHs. J(13aiiH
JAHOTO JTOCIi’KEHHsI BKJIIOYAB MPOBEACHHS PETpPO-
CHEKTUBHOTO IJILOBOTO aHali3y TOMOTrpaM Malli€H-
TiB NPHUBATHOI CTOMATONOTIYHOI KiiHiKK «CToMa-
TojoriyHa kiiHika TypumHa» (M. KuiB, Ykpaina).
[lnan mocnimpkeHHs nependavaB aHali3 TOMOTPaM
100 cToMaToNIOTIYHKMX TMAIIE€HTIB, JTOCIHIHKYBAaHUMH
00’€KTaMH B CTPYKTYpi KOTPHX BUCTYMalH MeEpIi
MOJISIPH BEPXHBOI LIeJieny 3 JiBoi cropoHH. HasBHa
0a3a TomMorpam, 3 SIKOi IPOBOJMBCS HAOIP JUIS OCITi-
JDKYBaHOI BHOIpKH, TpeICTaBisuia cOO0I0 JAiarHOC-
TUYHI JlaHi KOHYCHO-TIDOMEHEBOI KOMII IOTEpHOI
ToMorpadii, yci 3 IKUX OyJau OTpUMaHi B pe3yibTari
JIarHOCTHUKY MALiEHTIB HA OHOMY 1 TOMY K anapari
Planmeca ProMax® 3D Classic (TexHiuHi Xapakre-
pucTuku: Hanpyra Ha anofi -60-90 kV, cuna ctpymy
Ha aHoml — 1-14 mA, dokanpHa Touka — 0,5 MM,
JETEKTOp 300paskeHHs — TII0CKA MaHelb, OTPUMaHHS
300paskeHHs1 — onuHo4YHa poranis Ha 200 rpamycis,
yac ckaHyBaHHS — 9-37 cekyHn, 4ac pEeKOHCTpPYyK-
it — 2-25 cexyHJ, MaKCUMaJIbHUN PO3MIp TUISHKA
JociimpkeHHs — @11 x 8 ¢M) 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM CTaH-
JIAPTHUX TIAXOJIB JIO0 MTO3UI[IOHYBaHHS.

Bubip ctopoHu mienenu HE CTAHOBHB MPUHIIH-
MOBOT 3HAYMUMOCTI, MPOTE 3 METOK YHidikarlii yMoB
JocTipkeHHsT Oyna oOpaHa JliBa CTOPOHA BEPXHBOI
HIENeNH; JONATKOBO MPOBOAMBCS aHaNi3 IEPIIOro
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MoOJIpa 3 TpaBOi CTOPOHH BEPXHBOI IIENEHH IS
OLIIHKM MaHCiB Bepuikamii B oro cTpykrypi MB2
KaHaJy, P HasIBHOCTI TAKOTO B CTPYKTYPi TIEPBUHHO-
o0paHOro 00’€KTa JOCITIPKEHHs (TIEPIIOro MOJspa
3 JIiBOi CTOPOHM), IK cUMeTpu4HOoro 3yda. Kpurepi-
SIMU BKJIFOUSHHSI TOMOTpaM CTOMATOJIOTIUHHX Tali€H-
TiB 710 AOCIiIKYBaHO1 BUOIPKH BUCTYMAIM HACTYITHI:
1) HasgBHiICTH Ha TOMOrpagiuHHX 3pi3ax MEepIIOTO
MOJIIpa BEpXHBOI IIeJenH 3 JiBOi cTopoHH Oe3 BUpa-
KeHNX (parMeHTamii Horo CTPyKTypH, IO TOTEH-
LiliHO MoK OyTH TIOB’si3aHi 3 OOMEKEHOK MOMKIIU-
BICTIO Bi3yautizalii; 2) BiJCyTHICTh PEHTTEHOJIOTIYHUX
O3HaK TMOMEpPEeJHbO TMPOBEICHOTO EHIOJOHTHYHOTO
JKyBaHHS B CTPYKTYpi NEPIIOTO MOJSpa BEPXHBOT
LIeJIenH 3 JBO1 CTOPOHH; 3) BiACYTHICTh BUPAKCHUX
JIACTOPIIN Ta apTedakTiB Pi3HOTO MOXOKSHHS, SIKi
KOMIIPOMETYIOTh MOKJIMBOCTI ISl LILTBOBOTO aHa-
T3y CTPYKTYpH THEPIIOTO MOJISipa BEPXHBOI IICIEHH
37iBa Ha TOMOrpadiuHMX 3pi3ax; 4) 3roja marieHTa
Ha MOXKJIMBICTB MPOBEJCHHSI aHai3y HOro ToMorpamMu
JIOCJTITHUKOM 3a YMOB 30epeKeHHS TTOBHOI aHOHIMI3a-
il JaHUX Ta 3 0OMEKEHUM JIOCTYIIOM JI0 TapaMeTpiB
JIUIIIE BIKY Ta CTaTi Malli€HTa, 3aCB1TYCHA TTiIMMCAHOI0
iHpopMoBaHOr 3rojoro. [lokasm, 3a sKMMHU malli-
€HTaM, IOTNEepebO OyI0 MPOBEAECHO KOHYCHO-TIPO-
MEHEBY KOMIT'IOTEpHY TOMOrpadito, He YTOYHSIIHCH,
OFIHAK >KOJHOTO JIOIATKOBOTO PEHTTCHOJOTTYHOTO
oOCTexeHHsT He OyJ0 MPOBEJCHO MallieHTaM B XOJi
BUKOHAHHS IaHOTO HAYKOBOT'O JOCITiIKCHHSI.

AHani3 BiiOpaHUX TOMOTpaM, a came iX akci-
aNbHUX 3pi3iB, MPOBOIMBCS Yy CIHELiali30BaHOMY
nporpamMHoMy 3abe3medeHHi Planmeca Romexis®

Viewer 3 BUKOpHCTaHHAM (PyHKIIi 3MIHA TOBIIMHU
3pi3iB B HACTymHiH rpagamii: 0,2 mm, 0,4 MM, 0,6 MM,
0,8 mm, 1 MM, 1,2 MM, 2,0 MM (puc. 1).

Jlis  mifBMINEHHS MOXJIMBOCTEH Bepuikarii
MB2 cranmapTHe TO3UIIOHYBaHHS KOOPIMHATHUX
TUTOIIHMH OYyJI0 3MiHEHE, 1 0ci OyJiu BUCTaBIIEHI 3 ypa-
XyBaHHSIM 0COONHMBOCTEH Mopdororii me3io-Iiy-
HOTO KOPEHSI BEPXHBOTO MOJISIpa JIiBOT IIEJIEH 3J1iBa
(iHTEepaKTUBHE MO3ULIIOHYBAHHS).

I'pynyBaHHS Ta ONpaIfOBaHHS YUCEIBHUX TAHUX
MIPOBOJIWIIOCS. Y TaOMUYHOMY peaakropi Microsoft
Excel 2019 (Microsoft Office, Microsoft, CLLIA).

Pesynbratm Ta ix ooroBopennsi. CdopmoBaHa
BUOIpKa JIOCII/DKYBAaHUX TOMOIpaM XapaKTepr3yBalach
HACTYITHMM PO3MOAUIOM OO0 TPHHAISKHOCTI Talli-
€HTaM PIi3HOI cTaTi: 59 ToMOrpam HajeKajM TallieHTaM
YOJIOBIYOI CTari, B TOM 4ac K 41 — marienTaM KiHoJol
crari. [Ipn 1poMy BIKOBHIA pO3MOMUT TALIIEHTIB, KOTPUM
HAJIEKAM TOMOTPaMH, SIKI MITaid TOCIiTyI0uoMy
aHaJIi3y 3 METOIO ToTeHMjiHOT Bepudikawii MB2 xanamy
XapaKTepu3yBaBCsl HACTYITHAM TaTePHOM: J0 25 POKIB —
13 oci6 (13%), 25-44 poxu—36 oci6 (36%), 44—60 pokiB—
39 ocib (39%), 6075 poxkie — 12 oci6 (12%).

AHaiiz ToOMOrpam 3 TOBHIMHOIO 3pizy y 0,2 MM
HIC/Isl KOPEKTHOTO TO3MI[IOHYBAHHSI IHTCPAKTUBHHX
oceil no3BonmuB BepudikyBatn MB2 kaHam B CTpyk-
Typi MEPIIUX JIIBUX BEPXHIX MOJISIPIB Y 68 0cib (68%).
[ToctynoBe 30UTbIICHHST TOBIIMHU 3pi3y MPU3BOIMIO
JI0 HACTYIHHUX 3MiH TOIIMpeHOCTi Bepudikamii MB2
y CTPYKTypl HociikyBaHoi BuOipku Tomorpam: 0,2
MM — 68%, 0,4 MM — 62%, 0,6 MM — 56%, 0,8 MM — 52%,
1 MM — 50%, 1,2 Mmm —44%, 2,0 mm — 30% (puc. 2).

Puc. 1. Ananiz MB2 kanaiy 3 ToBIIMHOIO 3pi3y B 0,2 MM B riporpamHoMy 3a0e3nedenti Planmeca Romexis® Viewer
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Puc. 2. I'padivna penpeseHrarist BiIMiHHOCTEI MOXJIIMBOCTI Bisyanizawii MB2 kanaiy Ha 3pi3ax pi3HOI TOBIIMHA

Cepen 68 mamieHTiB, Ha TOMOrpaMax KOTpUX Ha
BUXIiJHIM ToBHIMHI 3pi3y B 0,2 MM OyB BepudikoBa-
nuit MB2 kanan 47,06% Oynau mpenctaBieHi 0co-
Oamu KiHOYOI cTari, B TOM 4ac sk 52,94% — oco-
0amu 4OIOBIYOi cTari. BikoBHii PO3MOiN MAIiEHTIB
3 imeHru¢ikoBanumMu MB2 kaHamamu y CTpyKTypi
MEPUINX MOJISIPIB BEPXHBOT IIECJICHH XapaKTEepPH3Y-
BaBCSl HACTYNHHUMH IOKa3HUKaMHU: 10 25 POKIiB —
8 oci6 (11,76%), 25-44 poxu — 30 ocib (44,11%),
44-60 pokiB — 25 ocib (36,76%), 60—75 pokiB —
5 oci6 (7,35%). Ilo BiTHOIICHHIO A0 BHXIiTHOTO
00csry KOXHOT BIKOBOI I'pyIu, HalOIJIBILIOIO YacTo-
Toro Bepudikanii MB2 xapakrepu3yBanuch Marfi-
et BikoM 25-44 poxu — 83,3%, B mOpiBHSHHI
3 SKOIO TOMIMPEHICTh iAeHTH]iKauii Apyroro mesi-
QIBHO-IIIYHOTO KaHaldy Oyfla BHUPaXXEHO MEHIIOI0
y BCIiX IHIIMX Ipymnax, B SKUX BoHa csrana 61,54%
y BikoBil miarpymi no 25 pokis, 64,10% y BikoBii
rpymi 44—60 pokis Ta 41,66%% y BikoBii miarpyi
60—75pokiB. HezanexxHoBiAmpuHAIEKHOCTIMALlIEHTA
710 PI3HMX BIKOBHX I'PYIl 301IbLICHHS TOBIIUHHU 3Pi3y
IpU aHaJi3i TOMOTpaM NPOBOKYBAJIO aHAJOTIUHY
TEHJICHIIII0 JI0 3MEHIIEHHS MOXKINBOCTI BepHuika-
1ii Me3ialbHO-IIIYHOTO KaHAly Y CTPYKTypi mep-
LIMX MOJISIPiB, MPOTE BUPAXKEHICTh Takol TeHICHLT
B HaiiOUtpmn Mmipi Oyna BiaMideHa y BIKOBiH rpyii
60-75 pokiB 3rifHO 00PaxOBaHOTO MOKa3HUKa abco-
JIOTHOI peAyKUil mommpeHocTi ineHTudikaunii npu
repexo/ii ToBIUHU 3pi3y Bix 0,4 mo 0,6 MM 1 gaui.
Amnajoriyda TE€HAEHIIS OO0 B3a€MOACOLaIlil MK
pPO3MIpOM BOKCENS Ta 4YacTOTOK BusBIeHHsS MB2
Tako)K Oyna BiMiueHa y pmociimkeHHi Mouzinho-
Machado S. Ta xoner (2021): MeHIIHII po3mip BOK-
ceNlsl CHpUSAB BHUIIIH TOYHOCTI HETEKIlii JPYyroro
Me3i0-LIIYHOr0 KaHaiy, i po3mip Bokcens B 0,08
MM CIIPHSB CTaTUCTUYHO Kpaiii Bepudikauii MB2

B NIOPiBHAHHI 3 po3Mipom Bokcess B 0,125 ta 0,2 MM
[13]. ¥V iamomy KIIKT-mocxhimkenni Oyno 3a3Ha-
4yeHo, o Bukopuctanus npotokory KIIKT 3 po3wmi-
pom Bokcens B 0,3 MM € focTaTHIM A5t Bepudikarii
MB2 kanaiy 3a yMOB BiJCyTHOCTI IJIOMOYBajJbHOTO
Mmarepianxy B MB1 kaHasi, B IpOTHIICKHOMY BUIIQAKY
oinpir epextuBHuM € KIIKT mporokon 3 po3mipom
Bokcensd B 0,2 MM, X04a TaKUH OB’ I3aHUI 3 BUIIOIO
JI030I0 PEHTTEHOJIOTiyHOTO ompoMiHeHHs [14]. Ex
ViVO JAOCTIDKEHHS i ITBEPIUIO MOXKIIUBICTh KOPEK-
THOI Bepudikauii 60,1% Bunaaxis MB2 npu po3wmipi
Bokcesst B 0,4 MM, 110 TOTOXKHO pe3y/bTaTaM 4acTOTH
igenTudikanii MB2 y Hamomy AOCHiIKEHHI NpU
aHaJIOT1YHIH TOBIIMHI 3pi3y [15].

VY nocnimxenni Hiebert B. ta xoner (2017) Oyno
BCTaHOBJICHO, IO momupeHicth MB2 3a manumm
KOHYCHO-TIPOMEHEBOT ~ KOMIT'IOTEPHOT  TOMOTpa-
¢ii cxiamae 69%, MO aHAJIOTIYHO AAHUM OTPH-
MaHUM y HalmoMy JIOCITIJDKEHHI, KpiM TOro oOH-
JBa JOCIIDKEHHS XapaKTepU3YIOThCS OJHAKOBUM
o0csirom BHOIpOK, XOua MPUHLMUIIOBO BiAPi3HSAIMCH
no am3aiiHy [16]. Ilommupenicte MB2 BigmiueHa
y HalloMy JOCHIJUKEHHI TOTOXKHA TiH, 1110 Oyna omnu-
caHa y cucTeMaTHYHOMY orisiai Martins J. ta xojer
Bix 2020 poky, sikuii 6azyBaBcst Ha aHauTi31 26 gocii-
JDKEHb Ta Imyly 13 15285 nepumx MomnspiB, mpoaHali-
30BaHMUX Ha TOMorpamax [7].

[lonepeanbo aBropamu Oyino BiAMiu€HO, IO KJIi-
HiuHuil momyk MB2 3 BukopucTaHHSIM cneungiu-
HUX JIarHOCTUYHUX MiAX0niB 3ale3neuye BepHdi-
KaIlito JIaHOTO KaHay y 78% KJIIHIYHUX BUMAJIKIB,
a BukoHaHHs1 KIIKT micis HeMOXIMBOCTI KIIHIYHOT
Bepudikalii kKaHaity 103Bojsi€ ineHTudikyBatn MB2
e y 9% nonarkoBux Bunankis [16]. ba3yrounce Ha
orpuManux pesyasrarax Hiebert B. ta xoner (2017)
apryMEHTYBaJIM BHUCOKY €(QEKTHBHICTh KIIHIYHHX
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miaxodiB 10 Bepudikamii MB2, sk MeToniB BUOOpPY
B XOJli €HOJOHTHYHOTO JIIKYBaHHS, Ta JIOIUILHICTb
ukoHanus KIIKT nume mpu HeycmimHiil peariza-
1ii KJIIHIYHUX MPUHOMIB, @ HE B SIKOCTI TIepIIodep-
TOBOTO METONy AlarHOCTHKH [16]. ¥ maboparopHOoMy
nociimkerHi Bello M. ta koner (2018) mocmigHuku
HE BHSBWIM CTAQTHCTHYHOI PI3HUII MIOAO YaCTOTH
netekiii MB2 i3 3acTocyBaHHSIM OIEpaIliitHOTro
Mmikpockory Ta metoay KIIKT B mopiBHsIHHI 13 30510-
TUM cTaHaaptoM (Bepudikauii MB2 B xoni momapo-
BOTO PO3MIIIOBaHHs 3y0iB) [17].

BukopucroByroun po3mip Bokcenst B 0,25 mm
i menme Faraj B.M. (2021) BcraHOBHB, IO MOLIH-
penicte MB2 y pi3HHX BiKOBHX IpyIiax CTaTHCTHYHO
HE BiPI3HAETHCS, X04ya y BIKOBIH TpyIi Malli€HTIB
nonaJ 60 pokie BoHa ckianana 30% [18]. Onucanuit
pe3yNbTaT aHaJOTTYHUHM TOMY, SIKHi OyB BiIMiueHUH
1 B HAIIOMY JTOCII/KCHHI, B SIKOMY HalHW)K4a 4ac-
ToTa Bepudikanii MB2 Takox Oyna BiaMideHa y marfi-
€HTIB BiKoBoi rpymnu 60-75 pokiB i cknagana 41,66%.
VY MyIbTULIEHTPHUYHOMY JOCHIKeHHI Martins J. Ta
kojer (2018) Takox Oyna BepudikoBaHa TEHICHIIiS
70 HIDKYOI MOImMpeHocTi BuABIeHHS MB2 kanamy
y nanienTiB crapmux 60 pokis [10].

B monepeaHix J0CTiKEHHSIX 13 IIUTLOBUM 3aCTO-
cyBanssaM Metony KITKT mis Bepudikanii MB2 Gyio
BIIMIYEHO, 110 YacTOTa iZIcHTU(IKAIlIi TAKOTO ceper]
0ci0 4o0JI0BivOi cTari Oyina CTaTHCTUYHO BUILIOIO, HIXK
cepel maiieHTiB kiHodoi crari [18]. AHanoriuny
TEHJICHIIII0 TaK0X OYyJI0 BiAMIUEHO 1 32 pe3yapraTaMu
poBeICHOTO MeTa-aHaizy [ 7]. KpiM Toro Oyso Bcta-
HOBJICHO, 10 HasBHICT MB2 y ogHOMYy 3 MOISpiB
MOTEHIIKHO CBIYUTH MPO BUILY HMOBIPHICTH HOTO
HasBHOCTI 1 B CyCITHBOMY MOJISIPi, @ TAKOX B MOJISIPi
BEPXHBOI IIENeNu 3 CUMETPUYHOi cTopoHH [19].
[IpoBenennii [OMATKOBO aHali3 MEPUIMX MOJSPIB
CUMETPUYHHX MEPBUHHO-TIPOAHAI30BAHUM BCTAHO-
BHB HasBHICTh MB2 kaHaiy y iX cTpykTypiy 76,47%
namieHTiB (52 oci0) cepen Tux, B koro MB2 kanan
OyB Bepu(ikOBaHHMH Y CTPYKTYypi HEpIIOrO MOCTIiH-
HOro MoJsipa 3miBa. Ilpu 1bOMY BapTO BiIMITHUTH,
o 3i 68 Tomorpam, 3a JaHuMu KoTpux MB2 kanan
OyB 1ICHTHU(IKOBAHUH B CTPYKTYpl BEPXHIX JIBHUX
MossipiB, jume 10 Tomorpam (14,71%) xapakre-
PHU3YBAIUCh OOMEKEHOI MiHIMAIbHOK JUISTHKOIO
JIOCITI/PKEHHS, 1110 YHEMOKIJIMBIIIOBAJIO aHaji3 3yOiB
CUMETPUYHUX MEPBUHHO TOCI1IKYBaHUM.

3riHO pe3yNbTariB, OTPUMaHHUX B HAILIOMY JTOCHi-
JUKEHHI, CTaTUCTUYHO-3HAYYIIOI BIJMIHHOCTI MO0
noumpeHocti MB2 kanany 3a nannmu KITKT-3pizis
y MAI€HTIB Pi3HOI CTaTi BUSBUTH HE BAAJIOCS, 1[0 MOXKE
OyTH OOTPYHTOBAaHO PaHAOMI30BaHHM IiJXOAOM 0
(hopMyBaHHS AOCIIIKYBaHOI BUOIPKH, 1 SIK pe3yabrar

HEPiBHOMIPHICTIO PO3IIOALTY JOCTIPKYBaHUX 00 €KTIB
(MB2 xanaiiB) cepes narieHTiB )KiHOYOT Ta YOIOBIYOT
crareil. Xoua y KIiHIYHOMY AOCIimxkeHHi Suroopa D.
ta xouer (2015) Takox He BAAIOCh BUSIBUTH CTaTHC-
TUYHOI Pi3HULI MiX TomupenicTio MB2 cepen nari-
€HTIB JKIHOYOI Ta YOJIOBIUOi CTaTi i3 3aCTOCYBaHHIM
JUISl IHOTO OINEPAllifHOTO MIKPOCKOITy Ta CENeKTHB-
HOTO TpernapyBaHHs qeHTUHy [20].

TakuM 4WHOM, pe3yabTaTH MPOBEICHOTO IOCIHi-
JUKEHHSI KOPEJNIOIOTh 13 JaHMMH, BHCBITIIEHUMHU
y TMONEpeAHiX MyOiKalisgX II0I0 MOIUPEHOCTI
MB2 xanamy, i 3acBiquyrOTh 4acTOTy BepH]ixamii
TaKoro Ha piBHI 68% y CTPYKTypi mepmx MOJSpiB
3a ganumu aHanizy KIIKT-3pi3iB mamieHTIiB pocii-
JUKyBaHOI BHOIpKH. 30i7bIIEHHS TOBIIMHH 3pi3y
NPOBOKY€E 3HIKCHHSI JIarHOCTUYHUX MOJKIIMBOC-
Ted om0 imeHTH]IKAMIl JPYyroro Me3io-IivYHOTro
KaHay, TPy LbOMY TaKa TEHJCHIIiS XapaKTepHa JUis
TOMOTpaM TIalli€HTIB yCiX BIKOBHX TpyI, aje Haki-
3HAUMMIILE 3HIKCHHS 4YacTOTH JiarHOcTHKH MB2
Ha ToMorpadiyHuX 3pi3ax BiIMiYanoch Yy BIKOBiH
rpymi 60-75 pokiB npyu Nepexoi TOBIIMHHU 3pi3y Bil
0,4 mo 0,6 mm i mami. [lpuiimMaroun 0 yBaru JaHi,
HaBEJICHI y MONEPEAHbO-0MyOIiKOBaHUX JIOCIIIKEH-
HSIX, MOYKHA PE3FOMYBATH, [0 KJIIHIYHA JOUIIBHICT
Bukopuctanns Metony KIIKT cyto mis Bepudikarii
MB2 € 06MexeHOI0 Ta TOTpedye YTOUHEHHS 3 ypaxy-
BaHHAM JIOJaTKOBOTO NPOMEHEBOTO HaBaHTa)KEHHS
Ha TalieHTa Ta Toro (akTy, IO JAOCTYIHI KIIHIYHI
NPUHOMHU 15 1IarHOCTUKH 320€3MeYyI0Th JOCTAaTHIO
BUCOKY e(eKTUBHICTh HOro imeHTHdikaiii. B Toii
ke vac 3acrocyBanHs KIIKT mis niaraoctuku MB2
Moke OyTH JOLUIBHUM, SIKIIO TOMOrpadiuHe A0Cii-
JUKeHHsT OyNo TpoBeseHe 3 iHIIUX OOIPyHTOBaHUX
MOKa3iB, a00 X y BUMAJKaX, KOJIM KIIHIYHI ITiXOIH
JI0 JIarHOCTHKH Ta BUKOPUCTAHHS OMNEpaIiifHOro
MIKpPOCKOIY HE JIO3BOJIMJIM BCTAHOBUTHU TOJOKEHHS
yCTsl Ta XiJl Ipyroro Me3io-1ivHoro KaHaty B CTPYK-
Typi IepIKX MOJISPiB BepXHbOI 1mesneny. Kpim toro,
ToMorpadiuHui Ta MAKPOCKOIIIYHUH aHaJi3H, TPOBe-
newi Silveira L.F ta xonmeramu, npoaeMoHCTpyBay,
mo Bisyamizaiis MB2 3 BUKOpPUCTaHHSM METOTY
KIIKT He mo3BoJisie B MOBHIH Mipi 00’ €KTHBI3yBaTH
aHATOMIYHY MPOXiJHICTH JPYToro Me3ialbHO-IIiv-
HOTO KaHaJlly Ta MOXIIHUBICTb HOTO a/JeKBaTHOTO
€HJIOIOHTHYHOTO JIiIKyBaHHS [21].

BucnoBku. KoHycHo-nipoMeHeBa KOMIT IOTEpHA
ToMorpadisi TpeacTaBisie coO00I0 JOCTaTHBO edek-
TUBHUH METOJ JUIS 1eHTH]IKaIii Jpyroro Mmesio-
HIIYHOTO KaHaly B CTPYKTYpi MOJSIPIB BEPXHBOT
HIejeny y AOCHIAHUIBKUX HUIAX. 32 AaHUMH aHa-
73y ToMorpadidHuX 3pi3iB 3 TOBHIMHOIO B 0,2 MM
noumpenicte MB2 cepes cToMaTonoriyHuX marieH-
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TiB Pi3HUX BIKOBHX I'pyT csrae 68%, XxapakTepusyro-
YUCh TIOPIBHSIHO OJIHAKOBOI) YaCTOTOI JIarHOCTHKH
cepen ocib 4oJI0BIYOi Ta )KiHOYOI cTaTel. 3pocTaHHs
ToBIIMHYU 3pidy Bix 0,2 MM 10 2,0 MM TIPOBOKYE
2,26-kpaTHe 3MEHIICHHS JIIarHOCTUYHOI MOXKIIHU-
BOCTI ijeHTUdiKalii Jpyroro Me3io-1uivHoro KaHaity
y CTPYKTYpi MEPIIOTO MOJISipa BEPXHBOI IIENICIH.
HasBaicts MB2 y ogHOMY 3 mepIIux MOJISIpiB BEpX-
HBOT HIEJEITH aCOI[IHOBAHO 3 BUCOKUM IIIAHCOM HasB-
HOCTI TaKOTO X KaHally Y CTPYKTypi CUMETPUYHOTO
3y0a. Kiiniuna nouineHicTh BukopuctanHs KIIKT
cyTo 11t giarHocTuku MB2 ripu npoBenieHHi 1ibo-
BOTO CHJIOJIOHTUYHOTO JIIKYBaHHSI € 0OMEKEHOI Ta
noTpedye YyTOYHEHHSI, BPaXOBYIOUH PU3HK HEOOIPYH-
TOBAHOTO JIOJIATKOBOTO IMTPOMEHEBOTO HABAaHTAKEHHS
Ha MaLi€eHTa.
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